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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1 and 4-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 

being indefinite forfaiting to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 

which applicant regards as the invention. The claims are replete with indefiniteness that 

is too numerous to point out in every instance. The following examples are provided for 

the applicant use in making corrections wherever appropriate but not specifically 

pointed to. 

Regarding claims 1, 4, 10, 17, 19, 26, 28 and 31, the claims recite the items can 
be selectively attached to the host structure. It should be noted that a broad range or 
limitation followed by linking term (e.g., can be) and a narrow range or limitation within 
the broad range or limitation is considered indefinite since the resulting claim does not 
clearly set forth the metes and bounds of the patent protection desired. Further, it is not 
clear if the particular tag is the same as the tag of the plurality of attachable items. 

Regarding claim 5, in claim 1 , the host structure comprises at least one reader; 
however, the claim recites "each reader". It is not clear if host structure comprises at 
least one reader or more than one reader. Further, it is not clear if the bar code is 
printed on one of the attachable items or all of the attachable items. 

Regarding claim 8, it is not clear if the particular output of the output device in 
line is the same as the output in line 1 0 of claim 1 . 
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Further in claim 19, it is not clear what is all encompassed by the phrase "other 
accessories". In other words, does the accessories includes, for example only, a glove, 
a shoe, etc. Further, it appears that the phrase "the attachable items resemble hats, 
masks, and other accessories" is an improper Markush grouping. 

Regarding claim 21 , there is lack of antecedent basis for the limitation " the 
identification device". 

Regarding claim 32, it is not clear if the teddy-bear torso the same as the torso of 
the host structure recited in line 2 of the claim 31 and teddy-bear body parts the same 
as the missing body parts of the items in line 5 of claim 31 . 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1, 6, 10, and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Kawai et al (US Patent 4,869,701). 

The device of Kawai et al reads on the structural limitations of the claims 
including a host (13), a plurality of attachable items (11a, 11b), outputs ( and col. 6, 
lines 10-1 4and the at least one reader broadcast a radio frequency activation signal 
(42,43). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
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The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1, 4-6, 10-15, 17, 18 and 22-27 are rejected under 35 U..S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Au (US Publication 2003/0138766) in view of Kawai et al (US 
Patent 4,869,701). 

Au teaches most of the elements of the claimed invention including a plurality of 
attachable items (50 and par. 30), a host structure comprising at least one reader 
(12,16), an output device (19 — par. 34) and connectors (par. 34). It should be noted 
that item 50 fits around the host structure 16 as seen in figure 2. However, Au fails to 
teach a radio frequency activation signal (par. 34). Kawai et al teaches in the figures an 
electrical educational toy that use radio frequency when generating sounds between 
two attachable components of the toy (42,43). It would have been obvious to one 
having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to use a radio 
frequency activation signal as taught by Kawai for the toy of Au for the purpose of 
emitting sounds when to toy components are attached. 

Regarding claims 4, 5 and 24, Au fails to each the at least one reader and tags 
comprise a bar code identification device. The claims do not appear to contain any 
additional features, which in combination with the features of the claim to which they 
refer, add anything novel. As such, it would have been an obvious design choice to one 
having ordinary skill in the art to add the claimed features to the prior art device. 
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Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kawai et 
al in view of Lee et al (US Patent 4,968,255). 

Kawai et al teaches most of the elements of the disclosed invention. However, 
Kawai fails to teach a mode selector. Lee et al teaches in the figures an electronic 
instructional apparatus having 6 basis modes of operation. It would have been obvious 
to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to incorporate a 
mode selector as taught by Lee et al in the toy of Kawai for the purpose of helping 
develop the skills of an individual when the toy is manipulated. 

Claim 19-21 and 28-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Kawai et al. 

Kawai et at teaches most of the elements of the claimed invention, including 
lights (col. 8, par. 2). However, Kawai et al fails to teach a personality-void head, hats, 
mask, other accessories and missing body parts. Kawai et al teaches in col. 7, par. 4 
that the shape of the toy could imitate other shapes such as "airplanes", "a train", and 
specific animals. It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to use the claimed features (i.e., the personality-void 
head, hats, missing body parts, etc) for the toy of Kawai for the purpose of maintaining 
the interest of a child when playing with the toy. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Bena Miller whose telephone number is 571.272.4427. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday. 
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The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding 
is assigned is 571 -273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). 
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Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3725 
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